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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it exceeds 1 50 words. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the Invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 4, 10-12, 14, 15, 21-23, 25, 26, 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by UREVIG (U.S. Patent 6,154,787). 
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As to claim 1 , UREVIG teaches a method for allocating computer system 
resources (resources, i.e. peripheral devices, memory, and or processing capacity) 
between concurrently executing workloads (data processing systems), comprising: 
establishing a first resource pool (via the STDM using a drive manager configuration 
utility) that specifies requirements (the pool defined by STDM fulfills the following 
requirements...) (col. 7, lines 52-62) for each of a plurality of different computer system 
resources (col. 8, lines 19-55); allocating the plurality of different computer system 
resources to one or more resource pools, including the first resource pool, to create a 
resource allocation, wherein requirements of the first resource pool are satisfied (col. 7, 
lines 52-62; col. 8, lines 19-55), and wherein resources allocated to the first resource 
pool can change over time (col. 8, lines 19-24); and binding a first process (batch job) to 
the first resource pool, so that the first process has access to the plurality of different 
computer system resources allocated to the first resource pool (via the batch job 
requesting more resources that when handled by the STDM edits the pool files to the 
batch job) (col. 7. lines 1-7; col. 8, lines 19-55). 

As to claim 3, UREVIG teaches prior to allocating the plurality of different 
computer system resources, verifying that collective requirements of the one or more 
resource pools (via the STDM fulfilling the requirements) can be satisfied (col. 7, lines 
52-62; col. 8, lines 19-55). It is inherent within the teachings of UREVIG that since the 
STDM automatically performs the checking of these requirements in order to create the 
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pools that should the requirements cannot be fulfilled that the pool is not generated and 
an error returned. 

As to claim 4, UREVIG teaches establishing the first resource pool involves 
selecting a file containing a representation of the first resource pool from a plurality of 
possible files (via the STDM using a drive manager configuration utility to create or 
modify a pool file) (col. 7, lines 52-62; col. 8, lines 19-55). 

As to claim 10, UREVIG teaches dynamically adjusting the resource allocation 
during system execution (col. 3, lines 8-10). 

As to claim 1 1 , UREVIG teaches the plurality of different computer system 
resources can include: central processing units; semiconductor memory; swap space; 
and networking resources (abstract; col. 2, lines 50-53). 

As to claims 12, 14, 15, 21 and 22, reference is made to a computer readable 
medium that corresponds to the method of claims 1, 3, 4, 10, and 1 1 and is therefore 
met by the rejection of claims 1 , 3, 4, 10, and 1 1 above. 

As to claims 23, 25, 26, 32 and 33, reference is made to an apparatus that 
corresponds to the method of claims 1, 3, 4, 10, and 1 1 and is therefore met by the 
rejection of claims 1 , 3, 4, 10, and 1 1 above. 
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5. Claims 1, 2, 8, 9, 12, 13, 19, 20, 23, 24, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by EILERT (U.S. patent 6.587,938). 

As to claim 1 , EILERT teaches a method for allocating computer system 
resources (physical resources...) (col. 5, line 65 - col. 6, line 2) between concurrently 
executing workloads, comprising: establishing a first resource pool (logical partition 
group) that specifies requirements (relative weight) for each of a plurality of different 
computer system resources (the sum of the relative weights for the logical partition in a 
given group are to remain constant before and after any change) (col, 7, lines 10-23); 
allocating the plurality of different computer system resources to one or more resource 
pools (logical partition groups), including the first resource pool, to create a resource 
allocation, wherein requirements of the first resource pool are satisfied, and wherein 
resources allocated to the first resource pool can change overtime (col. 7, lines 10-23); 
and binding a first process (application) to the first resource pool, so that the first 
process has access to the plurality of different computer system resources allocated to 
the first resource pool (via from the creation of logical partitions and the binding of these 
partitions into a group) (col. 4, lines 18-37). 

As to claim 2, EILERT teaches allocating the plurality of different computer 
system resources to one or more resource pools involves: partitioning each of the 
plurality of different computer system resources into one or more partitions (partitions), 
wherein a first partition (one partition) is associated with a first resource and a second 
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partition (another partition) is associated with a second resource (col. 4, lines 18-27; col. 
4, line 63 - col. 5, line 9); allocating the first partition to a single resource pool (logical 
partition group), so that only processes (applications) associated with the single 
resource pool can access the first partition; and allocating the second partition to 
multiple resource pools (other logical partition groups) so that processes (applications) 
associated with the multiple resource pools can share the second partition (col. 6, lines 
10-66; col. 8, lines 15-20). 

As to claim 8, EILERT teaches wherein the first resource pool (resources 
associated with a logical partition group) is associated with a first project (logical 
partition); and wherein the first process is one of a plurality of processes (applications / 
programs) associated with the first project (via from the creation of logical partitions and 
the binding of these partitions into a group) (col. 4, lines 18-37). 

As to claim 9, EILERT teaches establishing the first resource pool involves 
establishing minimum and maximum requirements (priority values) for a given resource 
(via setting the priority values in order to perform I/O on an I/O resource) (col. 17, line 
47 -col. 18, line 11). 

As to claims 12, 13, 19 and 20, reference is made to a computer readable 
medium that corresponds to the method of claims 1,2,8 and 9 and is therefore met by 
the rejection of claims 1,2,8 and 9 above. 
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As to claims 23, 24, 30 and 31 , reference is made to an apparatus that 
corresponds to tlie method of claims 1, 2, 8 and 9 and is therefore met by the rejection 
of claims 1,2,8 and 9 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 5-7. 16-18 and 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over UREVIG (U.S. Patent 6,154,787). 

As to claim 5, UREVIG teaches storing a representation of the resource 
allocation to storage (file storage) so that the resource allocation can be reused (col. 8, 
lines 19-55). UREVIG teaches that the system is practiced on any computer for any 
number of reasons (col. 4, lines 55-67). Official Notice is taken in that it is well known in 
the art that files stored in a non-volatile computer memory system enable the system to 
data to be accessed in light of machine failure and therefore would be obvious in view of 
UREVIG in order to store resource allocation in light of all types of circumstances. 

As to claim 6, UREVIG teaches storing the representation of the resource 
allocation involves storing a representation of each of the one or more resource pools 
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(pools) along with associated resources (resources) (via the second or third pool file) 
(col. 9, lines 20-41). 

As to claim 7, UREVIG teaches a number of source code expressions, in one of 
many computer languages, could be utilized to implement the present invention (col. 4, 
lines 55-61). Official Notice is taken in that XML is a well known programming language 
and therefore would be obvious in view of UREVIG in order to implement the resource 
allocation in XML. 

As to claims 16-18, reference is made to a computer readable medium that 
corresponds to the method of claims 5-7 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 
5-7 above. 

As to claims 27-29, reference is made to an apparatus that corresponds to the 
method of claims 5-7 and is therefore met by the rejection of claims 5-7 above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lewis A. Bullock, Jr. whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-3759. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 
pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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